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ABSTEICT 

This report attempts to provide a useful statistical 
profile of Oregon's educational system as of 1970 by comparing a 
number of commonly accepted indicators across a population of 
comparable states. Many of the tables present data on educational 
expenditures and fiscal effort for education, but other tables 
provide statistics on such educational indicators as minority student 
enrollment, educational awards and degrees conferred^ educational 
accomplishments, and enrollments in career education programs. For 
purposes of comparison, each table presents statistics for Oregon and 
13 other states of similar population and per capita income, 
including Washington, Kansas, Minnesota^ Colorado, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
Nebraska, Missouri, Virginia, Arizona, Georgia, Oklahoma, and Utah* 
Data have also been inciuded for California, even though it is much 
richer and larger than the other states, because of ------ 

unusual interest in the performance of California, 



Oregonians • 
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INTRODUCTION 

Mmy aggregate ststlstiesl ;Lndleators are ay^/^^ble to aesaure md 
compare the strengths and weakaesies of educatlensl ayateiaa* This 
raport is an attempt to provide a eanveniant Md useful statistleal 
profile of the edueational system in Oregon by eo^arlng a ni^er of 
cDsmiDnly accepted Indicators across a population of compart le itates. 

While the American states probably share »re similarities thm 
dlffarencas, coi^arlsons between them present a nw^er of dlf flaultles. 
The states vary widely In regard to wealthy population, cultural nonis^ 
urbanlcy, degree of Industrialisation mtxA the distribution of income. 
As a consequence^ It Is eKtreaely difficult to identify more thu two 
or three states that are "similar'' across a broad range of indicators « 

In view of this problem, we have selected a population of 14 states 
which are most similar to Oregon in their capacity to provide public 
services as measured by a conbinatlon of per capita income md sise 
of population* In this way, we may meaningfully co^are the actual 
performance of states In regard to education because we have equalized 
as far as possible their relative capacity to perform. 

Fiscal capacity and the level of publie services are closely related* 
Research has consistently shown that per capita wealth is a good 
predictor of per capita public expenditures. i/ Per capita wealth In 
turn usually reflects a higher degree of Indus trializatim md urban- 
ization although this is not always the case* At the same time, high 
per capita expenditures only reflect a high level of services if 
population is controlled* Underpopulated states typically toake heroic 
fiscal efforts but their low population bass Is incapable of supplying 
the critical mass of taxpayers necessary adequately meet the n^eda 
of the state* By the sane token i economies of scale tend to give a 
greater advantage in providing high quality services when per capita 
income la held constmt. As a result, largi statea are capable of 

^See, for example, Thomas R, Dye, Politics, Economics and the Public s 
Policy Outcomes in the Arorlcm States, (Chicago I Rmd HcNallyi 1966) • 



EKLC 



8 



-2- 



overwhelmini their smaller brethr«n even while makini less fiscal effort. 

In 1970, the state of Oregon ranked 23rd in per capita incoae at a level 
of $3700, A subatantlal nurfser of states cluster aroimd Oregon's level 
of per capica wealth but many display a wide deviation from Oregon's 
population of approximately two million. For this reason , 14 of the 
states selected for coi^arison fall within two basic tolerance levels. 
Each displays a per capita incoae between $3200 and $4200 and a popula- 
tion between one million and five million. Even these tolerances, while 
improving comparability, tend to skew results unfairly, but atrlct«r 
tolerances substantially reduce the size of the population. Under the 
most severe criteria, only Kansas, Colorado, Iowa and perhaps Nebraska 
qualify as true "sister" states of Oregon where fiscal capacity md 
population size is concerned. 

Only one exception to our tolerances has been made. Due to our geogra- 
phic location, Oregonians tend to display an imusual interest in the 
performance of California. For this reason, we have Included California 
in our rankings, even though it is aubSEantially rlchar and larger than 
the other states reviewed here, (e.g., per capita income in California 
during 1970 was $4469 and the population was 19.9 miliion.) Hence, if 
wealth and size is a good predictor of public service levels, California 
should consistently perform at a higher level than Oregon. 

The states elected for comparison are arrayed in the following tables 
in rank order of per capita incone. Those states ranking above Oregon 
clearly have a fiscal advantage since they outraak Oregon in both 
wealth md population. Of those sttatea ranking below Oregon, fiscal 
capacity is more difficult to asseaa. asourl aid Virginia's 
greater population most likely place them in a position at least equal 
to Ore,gon's ability to provide quality services although they rarely do 
so. As a matter of fact, the following pages will reveal that Oregon 
ranks high on nest educational indicators largely because it a^es a 
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substantial fiscal affort in general md also beeauee it values educa- 
tion more highly than most other p^llc services. At the same tl©e, 
Oregon often cannot compete with wealthier states when ^solute Moimts 
spent for services is co^ared. Uiimlly, this is due to its lesser 

fiscal capacity, ThESe facta should bs kept in mind when interpreting 
the following cables* 

Ail of the tables reviewed in this report are arrayed in an identical 
manner according to the fiscal capacity of each seated While the sore 
orthodox method for reports of this type is to rank order each state 
on any particular indicator^ we have purposely avoided rank orderlngs 

order to highlight the actual score of each state on each indicator 
and to allow for the placement of several related indicators on each 
page of the report* 

Ac the saae time^ rankings are o£t«^ ireful for i^.^orchand mA casual 
analysis* For this reason, we have placed the remk of Oregon in 
paranthesla next to Its respective score on every indicator In which 
a ranking is maaningful* 
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TABLE 1 

OREGON'S POPULATION OF COOT ARABIA STATES 

(1) (2) (3) 

Par Capita Population Parefint 

Income 1970 Change in 

1970 (thousands) Papulation 

1960-70 



Call fornia 


$ 


19,953 


27.0 


Washington 


3993 


3,409 


19.5 


Kansas 


3804 


2,247 


3.2 


Minnesota 


3793 


3 J . ^ 


11.5 


Colorado 


3751 


2,207 


25.8 


Wisconsin 


3722 


4,418 


11.8 


Iowa 


3714 


2,825 


2.4 


Oregon 


3700 (8) 


2,091 (12) 


18.2 


Nebraska 


3700 


1,483 


5.1 


Missouri 


3659 


4,677 


8.3 


Virginia 


3586 


4,648 


17.2 


Arizona 


3542 


1,771 


36.1 


Georgia 


3277 


4,590 


16.4 


Oklahoma 


3269 


2,559 


9.9 


Utah 


3210 


1,059 


18.9 


AVERAGE 


3622 


2,984 


* 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


3910 


4,064 


* 



(6) 



Source: Statistical Abstract of the U*S. 1971, 
pp* 14 and 314 
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MEASUBES OF FISCAL PEWOmNCE 

In table 2 we see the amoimt ef fiical effort sade by each state in 
relation to its personal inaoi^. Oregon r^ks fifth in the amount it 
raises through taxation but rraka fourth in the total aaiomit of revenue 
collected « This difference is due to the above average Federal subsidy 
the state enjoys* Only three of the states reviewed here ceive a 
greater percentage of total revenue from Federal sourees. Moreover, 
Oregon's high fiscal e fort is translated into a high level of support 
for public serviQes as measured by per capita expenditures, Oregon 
ranks fifth in per capita es^enditures and fourth in the percentage of 
per capita wealth expended. Much of this aupport spills over into 
public education. Only Arizona and Utah devote a larger share of their 
state's budget to educational fimctions. Oregon devotes 47,2 percent 
of all general expenditures to education or a total of $295 per capita* 
These figures reveal clearly that Oregon -s educational system is funded 
at a level which Is co^etltive with more wealthy states and that these 
levels are largely a part of conscious effort, Oregon does not necess^ 
arily tax more heavily than its sister states but it does allocate a 
greater share of its wealth to education. 

The picture changes somewhat whan we look at the distribution o£ public 
expenditures for education* In T^jib 5 we have broken out expenditures 
per student for both higher educani.^n and elemsntary/secondary education. 
As may be seen, the state maintains its high rank for elementary/ 
secondary but registers only 11th place for higher education* A number 
of factors converge to explain this relatively poor showing in higher 
education and they are treated in depth in the following section. At 
this point t however^ one fact does stand out* The corajan belief in 
Oregon that elementary/secondary education receives aecond class treat-' 
ment is clearly imtrue* Hot only do eleoentary/secondary students 
receive greater financial backing than higher education students , the 
level of support is also high relative to the population of states 
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coBpared here. While most support for elenentary/secondar/ schools la 
gtnsraced at the local level in Oregon, the financial backing supplied 
is ginerally superior to most other states. 
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TMLE 2 

FISCM. EFFORT mom THE STATES 
1969 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 

State & Locally Stata & Local Total State It Parcant of Total 
Produced Revenue Revenue from Local Revenue Revenue Produced 
Per $1000 Personal Federal Sourcei Per $1000 of Within Each 
IncoM Personal Ineome State 



Caltfornia 


$ 167.43 


$ 34.30 


$ 201,73 




Washington 


152.67 


29.14 


181.81 


83.9 


Kansas 


136.47 


24.55 


161.02 


84.7 


tUnnesota 


160.34 


29.17 


189.51 


84.6 


Colorado 


154.15 


35.44 


189.59 


81.3 


Wisconsin 


159.34 


22.93 


182,27 


87.4 


Iowa 


149.24 


24.45 


173.69 


85.9 


Oregon 


153.88 (5) 


36.65 (4) 


190.53 (4) 


80,7 (12) 


Nebraska 


148.74 


24.61 


173.35 


85.8 


Missouri 


116.69 


25.66 


142.35 


81.9 


Virginia 


127.37 


25.45 


152.82 


83.3 


Arizona 


164.13 


37.19 


201,32 


81,5 


Georgia 


132.60 


33.27 


165.87 


79.9 


Oklahoma 


140.85 


47.18 


188.03 


74.9 


Utah 


153.38 


51.86 


205.24 


74.7 


AVERAGE 


146.41 


31.96 


178.38 


82.1 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


139.53 


28.01 


167.54 


83.2 



Source: Statistical Abstract of the U.S. 1971, 
p. 406 
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imiM 3 

SUPPORT FOR PUBLIC GOODS AND SERVICES 
1969 





Per Capita 


Per Capita 


Direct General 




Direct General 


Expendltuifei as 


Expenditures Per 






* PeifcsntaEe of 


$1000 of Personal 




state & Local Gov'ti 


Per Capita Incone 


Income 


California 


S 777 


18.1% 


$ 197.16 


Washington 


649 


16.2 


182.78 


Kusas 


507 


13.3 


155.27 


Minnesota 


640 


16.8 


194.32 


Colorado 


606 


16.1 


186.34 


Wlsoonsln 


651 


17.5 


194.00 


Iowa 


595 


16.0 


182.63 


Oragon 


625 (5) 


' 16.9 (4) 


190.78 (6) 


Nebraska 


530 


14.3 


164.85 


Hlaaouri 


488 


13.3 


150.52 


Virginia 


455 


12.7 


150.81 


Arizona 


579 


16.3 


193.82 


Georgia 


475 


14.5 


173.60 


Oklahoma 


513 


15.7 


181.31 


Utah 


586 


18.2 


212.15 


AVERAGE 


564 


15.5 


180.68 


NATIONAL ATORAGE 


578 


* 


170.66 



Source: Statlatleal Abstract of the U.S. 1971, 
p. 407 
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TABO 4 

PISCM. EFFORT FOR EDUCATION 
1969 

(1) (3) (3) 

Per Capita State State and Local Diraet ^neral 
and Local Direct Direct General Expenditures EKpendltures for 

General Eicpenditures for Education Per Education as a % 

for Education $1000 of Personal of Total 

Income Expenditures 



California 


$ 276 


$ 70.06 


35.5% 


Washington 


295 


83.12 


45.4 


Kansas 


232 


70.96 


45.7 


tlinnesota 


288 


87.40 


45.0 


Colorado 


283 


87.13 


46.6 


Wis cons in 


291 


86.69 


44.7 


Iowa 


273 


83.71 


45.8 


Oregon 


295 (2) 


89.91 (3) 


47.2 


Nebraska 


244 


75.71 


46.0 


Missouri 


208 


64.30 


42.6 


Virginia 


203 


67.22 


44.6 


Arizona 


288 


96.07 


49.7 


Georgia 


200 


73.22 


42.1 


Oklahoma 


204 


72.23 


39.7 


Utah 


. 312 


112.92 


53.2 


AVERAGE 


258 


82.18 


45.5 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


234 


69.03 


40.5 



Sources Statistical ^scract of tha U.S. 1971, 
p. 407 
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TABLE 5 

STATE MD LOCAL EOTENDITURES PER STUDENT 



(1) 

Current Public Sehool 
ExpandituMS Per 

Student In Average 
Dally Attendance i/ 
1970-71 



(2) 

Comblnad State 
JjqqbI ^Impropriations 
for Higher Edueatlon 
Per Full TlM Equivalent Student 
1970-71 



California 


9 Q / " 


$ 1567 


Washington 


873 


1588 


Kansas 


771 


1332 


flinnesoca 


1021 


1335 


Colorado 


780 


1343 


Wis eons In 


977 


1758 


Iowa 


944 


1710 


teegon 


935 (4) 


1250 (11) 


Nebraska 


683 


1179 


Missouri 


747 


1389 


Virginia 


800 


1102 


Arizona 


808 


1348 


Georgia 


634 


1770 


Oklahoma 


676 


894 


Utah 


643 


1077 


A^RAGE 


806 


1362 


NATIONAL ATORAGE 


858 


1625 



Source f fl) Statlatleal ^straet of the U.S. 1971, 
p, 121 1 md (2) Cornell on Higher 
Edueatlon, State of Washington 

-^Ineluds eacpendlturea for special progrMis 
such as stOTmer schools , adult education 
and cotmiHilty schools - 
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HlCmSR EDUCAtlW 

Oreggn makes a high flsqal effert for highar tduemtlOT alchough this is 
not neeassarily appaifant irticm conTevtad iMto escpendituras par itudf»nt» 
^Jhefi eoB^arad to ehe states salaeted here» we mnm thM Oregon tends to 
spend aore per capita far institutions oS higher edyestira and devotes 
m higher peraentage its tan revenues thm every state e%Mpt Colerado. 
Horeever, this pasture has been malntatoed ever a long period o£ tiim^ 
Table 6 reveals that two md ten^ear pergentaga incireaaeii in appropria-^ 
tions far higher edueation have been lower in resent years thereby 
indieating a liigher base of support from whieh the pareentage is eoByut^d, 

A more eomplete pieture of support for edueatira say be obtained by 
inapeeting general eKpenditures for higher edueation* These figures 
inolude tuition, grmtSt gifts md other sourees of ^avenue in addic- 
tion to state appropriations. Again Oregm rroks high on per oapita 
effort but slips soaevhat from its rraking on st sta appropriations. 
In Table 7, Colim 4, we see that Oregon rmks fifth in Direct General 
Es^enditurea per oapita from state governBSnts md siacth e^enditurea 
from state and loeal sourees eoibined. These figures shoif high effort 
and high support but still result in a relatively low level of expendi- 
ture per student* Som of this cto be traeed to Oregon's eoaparatively 
weak fiscal capacity but most of this relatively poor showing is 
a fimction of greater student burins. T^le 10 reveals both fuli-ti»e 
enrollnentt total head count enroll«Gt and the ratio of one to the other. 
States e^ibiting a ratio below the average t»d to be those whicdi offer 
substmtial opporttmicles for part'tise Instruatira through coaamity 
colleges, continuing education classes aad slttilar agencies. A large 
part-tlflie Inatruction load cmstltutea a slpilflcmt burden for a state 
and Oregon ranks fifth on f:;i,s di«nsion. 

Perhaps the best indicator of higher education burdens may be fomd in 
the percantage of the population enrolled In p^llc tostitutlons; Here 
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Orsgoa rmks third (behind CaliferalA md Atlzosa) trntwrn of ftMbtri 
©f students irtth 4.8 pareeac of the itate populatlcm Mrolled ta »©« 
sort of pMgraffi* Bufdena of thla mapiltuda aaturally t^d to dliute 
the araouQt of fimds mvallahla par studamt* 

As sight be a^aatad, Otagoa also rraks sbovm aTaraga on tha nui^ar of 
faur-^ar dagraas ooafarrad, llght^-thraa pareaat of all feur-yaar 
dagraas grantad la Oragon ara grmcad through publli: lastltutlona 
rasultlng la 5,5 par thouamd of populatlm* This ladleator. Ilka all 
statistical iadlcators, la aot parfaetly raflaetlva of reality. States 
may rank high here baeAuae thay offer few opporttmltlaa other thaa trad- 
itional four-year progrma (Kmaaa) or beeause they do foster high 
earoliaiiats across the educational apectrm (^Isoaa)* In Oragoa'a ease* 
its production of degraaa la largely a fmctloa of high student earoll- 
ments In all eduicmtiomal segnaats. 

In suMary then^ we may say that Orag^ sakea m aboTe-average effort 
to support piribllc higher educatloo but drops to only awrage parfor- 
mmce la actual support per student. Much of this slippage say be 
accoimted for through flscai edacity coupled with a higher thm 
average student load. This student load to turn is reflected la a 
relatively high productioa of earned degrees. 
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FISCAL EFFOET FOR HIGHER IDUCATim 
(Operating Ei^ssiias) 



(1) 

State ^pToprlstloas 
Far Capita far Instituclons 
of Higher Edueatlon 



ca) 

Pgrcant of Total 

Tasi Ravenuas 
^proprlated for 
Institutions of Higher 
Eduoatlon 
1970-71 



California 


$ 41.49 


14,9% 


Washington 


56.94 


18.6 


Kuiias 


36.91 


19.0 


itlnnesoca 


38.07 


14.0 


Colorado 


50.38 


23,5 


Wisconsin 


41.27 


13.6 


Iowa 


36.42 


16.2 


Oregon 


46.64 (4) 


22.3 


Nebraska 


32,96 


18.5 


Missouri 


28.38 


16.0 


Virginia 


29.96 


14.2 


Arizona 


47.57 


17,6 


Georgia 


33.09 


15.8 


Oklahoma 


27.80 


13.8 


Utah 


42.73 


18,0 


AVEBAGE 


39.37 


17.0 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


34.98 


14.6 



(T^la eoQttouad on next page) 
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TmtE 6 
(Contlnutd) 

FISCM. EFFORT FOR HIGHER EDUCATION 
COparatlng Expenses) 

(3) W 
T^e-Year PerMntags Ten-tear Farcentage 

Inereaas In Appropriations Ineraast in Appropriationi of 

of Stata Tax Funds for State Tax Fuada for Oparating 
Operating Expanses of Expenses of Public Highar 

Highar Eduaatlon Education 
1969-71 1961-71 



Califomia 


14.0% 


245% 


Washington 


2,3 


225 


Kansas 




183 


Minnesota 


28.3 


273 


Colorado 


30.3 


335 


Wisconsin 


36.5 


454 


Iowa 


14.0 


202 


Orefion 


17.5 (9) 


196 


Nebraska 


7.5 


204 


Missouri 


17.0 


369 


Virginia 


30.5 


541 


Arizona 


48.5 


446 


Georgia 


31.3 


461 


Oklahoma 


33.3 


164 


Utah 


26,0 


224 


A^^RAGE 


22.9 


301 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


24.3 


351 



Sources M.M, Chafers, "Appropriationa of 
State Tax Fimds for derating E^^enses of 
Higher Education", 1970-71; U.S. Census 
Reports 1971; and State Govemroaat Finance 
in 1970, U.S. Bureau of Cenatis. 
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TABLE 7 

FISCAL EFFORT FOR HIGHER EDUCATION 
(Ganeral Expenditures) 

(1) (2) (3) 

Direct tonaral Percent of Direct State Dlract 

Expenditures of General EKpanditures General EKpendltures 

State GovemMnts Produced from State for Institutions of 

for Institutions of Appropriations for Higher Ed as a Percent 

Higher Education Operating Expenses of Total State Direct 

1970 1970 General Expenditures 





(S in Millions) 




X? /u 


California 


$ 972.1 


84.0% 


9.0% 


wasning con 




55.5 


17.4 


Kansas 


157.6 


52,0 


19,9 


>tinneso ta 


327.0 


43.9 


18.8 


Colorado 


211.9 


52.2 


23.9 


Wisconsin 


380.2 


47.7 


18.8 


Iowa 


202.6 


50.1 


17.3 


Oregon 


182.6 


52.5 (7) 


19.9 (5) 


Nebraska 


98.2 


49.3 


21.7 


Missouri 


224,2 


58.7 


14.9 


Virginia 


239.0 


56.9 


14.2 


Arizona 


155.8 


53.5 


20.0 


Georgia 


264.5 


56.2 


16.8 


Oklahoma 


183.9 


37.8 


17.0 


Utah 


124.2 


36.5 


23.6 


AVEMGE 


* 


52.4 


18.2 


NATIC^AL ATORAGE 


220.2 


* 


12.9 



(Table continued on next page) 
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(Gontinyed) 

FISCM. EFFORT FOR HIGHER EDUCATION 
(General Expendltursa) 

(4) (5) 

Direct General EKpendlturss Dlraet General Expenditures 

©f State Govemnents far ©f State 4 Leeal 

Initltutlons of Higher Gavemaenta far IniCitutions 

Education of Higher Idueatlon 





Per Capita 






1970 


1970 


California 


$ 48.72 


$ 73.87 


Washington 


100.83 


100.83 


Kansas 


70.08 


83.83 


Minnesota 


85.94 


86.43 


Colorado 


96.02 


103.83 


Wisconsin 


86.05 


108.42 


Iowa 


71.72 


74.85 


Oregon 


87.29 (5) 


97.91 (6) 


Nebraska 


66,20 


68.16 


Missouri 


47.94 


57.2^ 


Virginia 


51.40 


51.40 


Arizona 


87.90 


104.79 


Georgia 


57.64 


58.26 


Oklahdna 


71.87 


71.96 


Utah 


117.26 


117.27 


AVERAGE 


76.45 


83.93 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


54. 3f 


63.60 



Source I State Govemaent Flnmces in 1970 ^ 
U.SV Bureau of the Census | and 
Qevemfflsntal Flnmces in 1969*70 , 
U.S* Bureau of the Gensus« 
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TABLE 8 

FISCAL EFFORT FOR HIGHER EDUCATION 
(Capital Outlay) 



(1) (2) (3) 

Capital Outlay ©f Stata Fimdsd Capital Total Capital Outlay 

State 4 Laeal Outlay far as a Parcant of 

Govamnenta for - Construction of State h Local Ganaral 





Inatltutlons of 
Higher Education 
1970 
($ in milliona) 


Institucions of 
Higher EducaCion 
1970 
($ in millions) 


Expenditures for 
Higher Education 
1970 


California 


$234,8 


1 75.6 


15.9% 


Washington 


76.0 


60.4 


22.1 


K^ns^s 


33,8 


14.0 


17.9 


Minnesota 


66.4 


52.3 


20.2 


Colorado 


32.6 


13.9 


14.2 


Wis eons In 


97.9 


39.0 


20.4 


Xowa 


39.8 


31.2 


18.8 


Oregon 


38.6 


21.7 


18JI (9) 


Neb raska 


22.8 


16.6 


22.6 


Misaourt 


67.5 


27.5 


25.2 


Virginia 


59.6 


47.8 


24.9 


Arizona 


45.1 


29.4 


24.3 


Georgia 


79.1 


60.0 


29.6 


Oklahoma 


25.0 


18.8 


13.6 


Ucah 


17.3 


12.6 


13.9 


AVERAGE 


62.4 


29.6 


20.2 


NATIONM. AVERAGE 


54.1 


34.8 


* 



Sourea * Govamffiantal Flnaneas In 1969-70 ^ 
U. !• , Bureau of the Cansus 
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TABLE 9 
FISCAL SUPPORT FOR STUDENTS 



(1) 

Stats Appropriations 
for derating Ei^eneaa 
Par Full Tine Enrolled 
Student 
(1970-71) 



(2) 

Total State & Loeal 
Direet ^neral 
EKpendltures for 
Higher Edueation 

Per Full Time 
Enrolled Student 
(1969-70) 



Call fomia 




Washington 


1814 


Kansas 


1197 


Minnesota 


1471 


Colorado 


1417 


Wisconsin 


1439 


Iowa 


1739 


Oregon 


1362 


Nebraska 


1253 


>U,ssouri 


1396 


Virginia 


1723 


Aril on a 


1365 


Georgia 


1934 


Oklahoma 


981 


Utah 


1183 


ATORAGE 


1447 


NATIONAL AVERACE 


* 



(11) 



$ 2902 
3607 
2805 
3495 
3196 
4013 
3691 
3185 
2717 
3001 
3380 
3339 
3814 
2576 
3459 

3278 



(10) 



(Table continued on next page) 
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TABLE 9 
(Continued) 

FISCAL SUPPORT FOR STUDENTS 



State k Local 
Capital Outlay 
Par Full Tline 
Enrolled Student 
in Public Institutions 
(1969-^70) 



(4) 

Total Stats and Local 
Dlraet General 
EKpenditures for 

Higher Ed Per 
Total (Headeount) 
Enrollment 
(1969-^70) 



Califomia 


$ 415 


Washington 


722 


Kansas 


493 


Mnnesota 


681 


Colorado 


417 


Wisconsin 


777 


Iowa 


681 


Oregon 


548 


Nebraska 


590 


Missouri 


716 


Virginia 


754 


Arizona 


738 


Georgia 


1029 


Oklahoma 


353 


Utah 


452 


AVERAGE 


624 


NATIONAL ATORAGE 


* 



$ 14A9 
3159 
2268 
2610 
2456 
3043 
3258 

(10) 2253 (9) 

2046 
2174 
2196 
1954 
2981 
2107 
2444 

2426 



Source : Opening Fall Enrollment In Higher 

Education . 1969 . NCES i M.M. Chanbers , 
"Appropriations of State Tax Funds for 
Higher Education", 1970-71! and 
Governmental Finances in 1969-70 , 
U.S. Bureau of Census 
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Table 10 
STATE HIOTER EDUCATION BUHDENS 



(1) 
Full Time 
Enrolloent in 
Publie Higher 
Ed Institutions 
Fall 1970 



(2) 

Total (Head 
^mit) EnrolltBent 
in Public Highar 
Ed Institutions 
Fall 1970 



(3) 

Percentage of Full 
Time Enrollment to 
Total (Head Coimt) 
airolliaent In Public 
Institutions of 
Higher Education 
Fall 1970 



California 


565,457 


1,124,969 


50, 3' 


Washln^con 


105,223 


160,115 


65.7 


Kansas 


68,489 


87,016 


78.7 


Minnesota 


97,516 


128,956 


75.6 


Colorado 


78,069 


106,981 


72.9 


Wis cons in 


125,921 


169,789 


74.2 


Iowa 


58,411 


67,964 


85.9 


Oregon 


70,372 


100,761 


69.8 


Neb raska 


38,591 


30,987 


75.7 


Missouri 


94,186 


132,269 


71.2 


Virginia 


78,984 


120,910 


65.3 


Arizona 


61,055 


■"^•^ ,875 


56.6 


Georgia 


76,840 


.,825 


75.5 


Oklahoma 


70,802 


91,472 


77.4 


Utah 


38,291 


49,630 


77.1 


AVERAGE 




* 


71.5 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


* 


* 


* 
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Table 10 
(Contlnuad) 



STATE HIGHER EDUCATION BURDENS 



(4) 

Parcentage of 
Student Enrollment 
In Public Institutions 
to Total Resident 
Pnpulation 



(5) 

Pereentage of 
Total Students 
Served by Private 
Institutions 
(1970) 



(6) 

Total (Publie ^ 
P r i va t e ) En r o 1 Imen t 
as a Percentage of 
Resident Population 
(1970) 





5,6% 


10.4% 


6.3! 


Washington 


A n 
4 • 7 




5.3 


Kansas 


3.8 


15.2 


4.5 


Minnesota 


3.4 


13.2 


4.2 


Colorado 


4.8 


12.9 


5.5 


Wiscons:.n 


3,8 


16.4 


4.6 


Iowa 


2.4 


36.8 


3.8 


Oregon 


lit (3) 


13.4 (10) 


5.5 


Nebraska 


3.4 


24.8 


4.5 


Hissourl 


2,8 


28.2 


3.9 


Virginia 


2.6 


21.8 


3.2 


Arizona 


6.0 


2.3 


6.2 


Georgia 


2.2 


21.3 


2.7 


Oklahoma 


3.6 


15.6 


4.3 


Utah 


4.7 


38,9 


7.5 


AVERAGE 


3.9 


18.9 


4.8 


NATIOHM- AVERAGE 


2.42 


* 


4.2 



% 



(4) 



Source: "Opening Fall Enrollment in Higher 
Education," 1970, NffiSi U.S. Census Reports, 
1970 
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Table 10 
(Continued) 



STATE HIGHER EDUCATION BUMENS 



(7) (8) (9) 

Nurfser of Resident Nia^er of Kesldant % of Kesidant 

Undergraduate Students Undergraduates Barolled IMdergraduatas 

Enrolled in State aa in any State to Niisiser Inrolled in 

a Percent of 18-21 yr of 18-21 yr olds in State State 

olds in State 1968 
1968 



Callfoxnla 


47% 


50% 


94% 


WashlngCon 


42 


46 


91 


Kansas 


40 


45 


88 


Minnesota 


39 


45 


86 


Colorado 


37 


43 


86 


Wisconsin 


40 


44 


91 


Iowa 


35 


46 


76 


Ore son 


43 (3) 


48 (3) 


89 


Nebraska 


39 


45 


86 


Missouri 


34 


40 


85 


Virginia 


18 


26 


69 


Arizona 


43 


48 


89 


Georgia 


21 


25 


84 


Oklahoma 


42 


46 


91 


Ut^ 


51 


53 


96 


AVERAGE 


38 


43 


86 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


34 


41 


* 



C6) 



Source I Appendix D and F of The Capital and the 
Cj^£^, Carnegie Cotraaisslon Repart t 
(HiRhtstowni McGraw-Hill* 1971) 
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Table 11 

NET IN MD OUT ffliGRMIOK OF STUDENTS 
1968 



Students 
Enrolled 



Out of 
State 



Into 
State 



Net 



California 

Washington 

Kansas 

Minnesota 

Colorado 

Wisconsin 

Iowa 

Oregon 

Nebraska 

Missouri 

Virglmla 

Arizona 

Georgia 

Oklahoma 

Ut^ 

AVERAGE 

NATIONM. AVERAGE 



822,296 

124,048 
90,360 

125,617 
92,688 

156,239 
97,740 
84.405 
59,634 

154,428 

100,196 
76,384 

102,614 
96,437 
64,962 



47,290 
13,204 
12,647 
18,429 
11,205 
17,386 
22,477 
9,996 
7,959 
22,011 
39,313 
7,399 
16,578 
9,036 
3,125 

* 
* 



59,378 
18,594 
18,963 
22,199 
28,860 
33,997 
28,282 
14,753 
14,862 
38,831 
24,543 
14,284 
22,241 
15,524 
21,036 

* 



12,088 
5,390 
6,316 
3,770 

17,655 

16,611 
5,805 
4,757 
6,903 

16,820 
-14,770 
6,885 
5,663 
6,488 

17,911 

* 



Source: Appendix I, The Capitaj^ and the Campus , 
Carnegie Coimission, (Hlghtstown! 
McGraw Hill, 1971) 
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Table 12 

DEGMES CONFERRED FOR PROGRAMS OF 
LESS THAN FOUR YEARS 



(1) (2) (3) 

Total Aasociate Publicly Graited Publiely Granted 
of Arts Degrees Associate of M Degrees 

Granted Arts Degrees @ A Percent of 

1^958-69 1968-69 Total Granted 

1968-69 



California 


44,168 


43,757 


99.0% 


WashingCdn 


3,653 


3,622 


99.2 


Ksnsas 


2,356 


1,946 


82.6 


Minnesota 


3,292 


2,898 


88.0 


Celorado 


1,555 


1,554 


99.9 


Wisconsin 


2,196 


1,837 


83.7 


Iowa 


3,333 


2,700 


81.0 


Oregon 


1,545 


1,380 


89.3 


Nebraska 


763 


684 


89.6 


Missouri 


2,622 


1,120 


42.7 


Virgf 


1,874 


577 


30.8 


Arlzo. . 


2,030 


2,030 


100.0 


Georgia 


2,745 


2,026 


73.8 


Oklahoma 


1,742 


1,399 


80.3 


Utah 


996 


692 


69.5 


AVERAGE 


* 






NATIONAL AVERAGE 


* 


* 


* 



Source I "Associate Deirees and Other Pormal 

Awards below the Baccaiaureate 1968-69," 
HCES, (OE, 54045-69) 
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Tabie 13 

AWARDS CONFERRED FOR PROGRAMS DESIOJED CHIEFLY 
FOR OCCUPATIONAL COIPETHICE, 
REQUIRING AT LEAST 2 BUT LESS THM 4 YEARS 



(1) 

Total Awards 
Grmced 
1968-69 



(2) 

Awards Granted 
in Public 
loBtltutions 
1968-69 



(3) 

Publicly Granted 
Awards @ a 
Percent of 
Total 
1968-69 



Callfomla 

Washington 

Kansas 

Mlnneaoca 

Colorado 

Wisconsin 

Iowa 

Oregon 

Nebraska 

Mlssoiirl 

Virginia 

Arliona 

Geergla 

Oklahoma 

Utah 

AVERAGE 

NATIONAL AVERAGE 



21,888 

1,712 
514 
654 
691 

2,161 
828 

1,019 
356 
823 

1,353 
667 
732 

1,149 
394 

* 



21,541 
1,702 
454 
430 
691 
1,927 
731 
933 
343 
627 
978 
667 
661 
1,021 
110 

* 
* 



98.4% 
99.4 
88.3 
65.7 

100.0 
89.2 
88.3 
91.6 
96.3 
76.2 
72.3 

100.0 
90.3 
88.9 
27.9 

* 
* 



(6) 



Source I "Associate Degrees and Other Formal Awards 
Belw the Baccalaureate 1968-69," NCES . 
(01 54045-69) 
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Tabls 14 

AWAWDS CONFERRED FOR PROGRAMS DESIRED CHIEFLY 
FOR OCCUPATIONAL COMPETENCE, 
INQUIRING AT LEAST 1 BUT l^SS THAN 2 TEARS 



CD (2) 

TJCal Awards Awards Granted 

Grmted In Public 

1968-69 Institutions 

1968-69 



California 3*192 2,738 

Washington 963 963 

I^nsas 220 192 

mnnasota 129 105 

Colorado 303 303 

Wlsoonsin 921 875 

Iowa 1*216 1,212 

Oregon 909 909 

Nebraska 19 19 

Missouri 270 162 

Virginia 307 253 

Arizona 94 94 

Georgia 75 73 

Oklahoma 424 370 

Utah 303 115 

AVERAGE * * 

NATIONAL AVERAGE * * 



(3) 

Publicly Granted 
Awards Q A 
Pereent of the 
Total 
1968-69 

85,7% 
100*0 

87.3 

81.4 
100.0 

95.0 

99.7 
100.0 
100.0 

60.0 

82.4 
100*0 ■ 

97.3 

87.3 

37.9 



Source I "^aoeiate Agrees and Other Formal 

Awards Below the Baeealaureate 1968-69," 
NffiS, (OE, 54045-69) 
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Table 15 

EABHED DEGREES COTFESRED TOR PROGR^ 
OF FOUR OR MORE YEARS 



California 

Washington 

Kansas 

Minnesota 

Colorado 

Ulseonsln 

Iowa 

Oregon 

Nebraska 

Missouri 

Virginia 

Arizona 

Georgia 

Oklahoma 

UtiOi 

AVERACE 

NATIONAL AVERAGE 



(1) 

Total Bachelor and 
Higher Degrees 
Conferred 
1969-70 



93,631 
18,390 
15,812 
21,953 
16,316 
26,641 
17,702 
13,693 
11,284 
25,676 
17,271 
11,236 
18,293 
15,792 
11,230 

* 



(2) 

Bachelor and 
Higher Degrees 
Conferred in 



<3) 

Publicly Grmted 
Degrees @ A 
Percent of 



Public Institutions Total Agrees Granted 



1969-70 

69,270 
14,503 
13,220 
16,369 
13,056 
20,738 
10,194 
11.366 

8,090 
16,505 
12,862 
10,529 
13,342 
13,262 

6,617 

* 
* 



1969-70 

74.0% 

73.8 

83.6 

74.6 

80.0 

77.8 

57.6 

83.0 

71.7 

64.3 

74.5 

93.7 

72.9 

84.0 

58.9 

75.3 
64.5 



Source: "Earned Degrees Conferred, 1969-70' 
NCES, (OE 72-65) 
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T^le 16 

EAIMED i^P DEGHEES Bt lEVEL IN 

PUBLIC IHSTITOTIOHS PER HUHDKD THOU*:iAND 
OF FOPULATIOH 



(1) (2) (3) 

ComplBttmB in Assoelate of Arts Baebelors 
FragraM Ltadlng Degraas tegns 
To Aa Oceupatlmal 1968-69 1969-70 

1968^9 



California 


123.2 




222.0 


273.0 


Washlngten 


79.7 




108.3 


335.2 


Kansas 


28.9 




87.0 


429.9 


Mlnneaoca 


14.2 




77.1 


345.9 


Colorado 


45.9 




71.7 


449.1 


WlscoQBln 


64.0 




42.0 


361.1 


Iowa 


69.3 




96.3 


261.2 


Oregon 


89.3 


(2) 


66.9 (8) 


388.9 


Nebraska 


24.6 




46.4 


443.4 


Miss our 1 


17.0 




24.1 


262.3 


Virginia 


26.7 




12.5 


213.3 


Arizona 


43.8 




116.8 


417.8 


Georgia 


16.1 




44.5 


233.2 


OkliUiou 


54.9 




55.2 


394.6 


Ucah 


21.5 




66.1 


469.2 


AVE RASE 


* 




* 


351.8 


HATIONAL AVERAGE 


* 




* 


258.1 



(Table ccmtlnued m naxt pagt) 
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Table 16 
(Contlnwd) 

E^ED AW^S BiaREES BY IjWX Dl 
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS PEE HUNDRED THCOSAKD 



Califarnla 

Washingtm 

Kansas 

Mnnaaota 

ColeradQ 

Wlsaeniln 

Iowa 

Oregon 

Ntbraaka 

Virginia 

AFlzona 

Georgia 

Oklahoaa 

Utah 

AVERAGE 

NATIC^AL AVEHAGE 



OF FOFinJLTIOT 

W 

Degree 
1969-70 



61.9 

75.6 
128,2 

62.1 
118.7 

86.9 

68.1 
131.2 (2) 

75.8 

76.9 

48.9 
158.7 

48.4 
100.8 
114.8 

90.5 
66.8 



(5) 
DocCors 
Degree 
1969-70 



9.8 

13.9 
17.4 
14.5 
24.8 
20.6 
21.9 

20.8 (5) 
14.5 

7.8 

6.5 
22.0 

6.3 
18.3 
33.3 

16.8 
9.5 



(6) 

PI rat 
Frefesslonal 
Requiring at Least 
6 yrs 
1969-70 

6.6 

4.7 
15.7 
13.1 
10.2 

5.2 
12.2 

10.3 (6) 
15.2 

8.8 
10.1 

7.6 

5.3 

9.5 
14.6 

9.9 
7.2 



SouFC@: "Earned Degrees Confierred, 1969-70," 
HCES. (OE 72-65) 
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El^lffiNTARY- SECONDARY EDUCATia} 

Oregoa mak^a a slightly abov#-averaga (rmking ei«h) effort to fmd 
tlamentary-seeondary aducatim, if Masured by dollars per thoMand 
dollars of personal ineoM. This statistic is th^ moat represeiitatlve 
of fiscal effort although it falls to tell the i^ole story. Whea con^ 
verted to moisits spent per student for instrttetlon, Oregon's rank 
Ju^s to fourth place is spite of the fact that OregTO spuds less 
thm most states of its total education budget on the eleMntary- 
secondary seetor. Two factoM appear to be operattog to explain this 
seeing monaly* First, Oregon apends substsitlally below average 
aTOTOts on oapital constructiOTp thereby leaving aore for Isstructloni 
and secondly, its school-age population la not disproportionate to the 
rest of the populatim resulting in below average student burdens. 

In spite of its relatively hi^ expenditures per student, ($935 per 
ADA) Oregon's student-teacher ratios are slightly below average. 
Much of this cm be explained by above-average teachers* salaries 
which tend to drive up the cost of instruction as can be^ seen to 
Table 16. 

Oregon also tends to rank high on TCasures of educational acco^llsh- 
■ents. Although recent data is ii^osslble to obtain in this areap 
the state consistently displays performance that is above -average 
when considering years of school conqsleted, percent of the population 
that is illiterate, and percent of draftees that fail the mntal tests 
of the Araed Porcas, In susmry then, the stats may be characterized 
as putting forth a hl^ sffort In elesasntary education, whl^, when 
coupled to below average burdens, results In a high perforwjice on 
those indicators which are available « 
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Table 17 

FISCAL EFFORT FOR ELEtffiNTARY-SECONDARY 



California 

Washington 

Kansas 

Minnesota 

Colorado 

Wlsconain 

Iowa 

Qregon 

Nebraaka 

Missouri 

Virginia 

Arizona 

Georgia 

OklahoBA 

Utah 

AVERAGE 

NATIONAL AVERAGE 



CD 

State & Local 
EjEpenditurea for 
Public Schoola per 
11000 of Personal 
Incooe 
1969-70 



149.31 

59.56 

52.34 
68.44 
52.94 
54.06 
61.56 

58.56 (6) 

50.82 

48.69 

50.33 

60.83 

51.16 

46.44 

65.68 

55.38 
50.31 



(2) 

State & Local 
Ijcpendlturea for 
Public Schools 8 a Percent 
of Total General 
Expenditures 
1969-70 



24.5% 

30.1 

31.0 

33.2 
28.3 
27.2 
33.4 

29.4 (10) 

31.2 

30.4 

32.0 

31.1 
29.0 
24.7 
30.6 

29,7 
28.5 



Source i 



■^3aa«IU al FlHimP..a In 
U.S. Bureau of the Ceaius 
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Table 18 

SUPPORT FOR ELEtENTARY-SECONDARY EDUCATION 
STATE EJffENDITURlS 



(1) 

Tocal Ejependltures 
for E1»B-Sec Schools 
as a Percenc of 
Total Expenditures 
for Sducatlon 
1969-70 



(2) 

Total Scate & Local 
Per Capita Escpendltures 
for Elem-Sec 
Schools 
1969-70 



(3) 

Scate & Local 

Per Capita 
Expenditures 
for Caplcal 
Outlay 
1969-70 



California 

Washington 

Kansas 

MinnesoCa 

Colorado 

Wisconsin 

Iowa 

Oregon 

Nebraska 

Missouri 

Virginia 

Arizona 

Georgia 

Oklahoma 

Utah 

AVERAGE 

NATIONAL AVERAGE 



72.0 
67.8 

67.4 
72.2 
61.4 
60.9 
71.5 
65^^ 
69.4 
72.3 
71.8 
63.0 
69.9 
63.1 
60.5 

67.2 
71.0 



(10) 



$206.16 
288.78 
188.41 
241.90 
181.56 
188.17 
215.09 
203.3 3 (5) 
179,14 
167.44 
167.18 
195,96 
158.90 
142.01 
194.22 

194.55 
184.35 



115.89 
42.10 
23.63 
40.83 
18.96 
25.66 
21.69 
18.76 
23.75 
16.62 
22.98 
22.81 
24.98 
11.04 
20.35 

.23.33 
22.92 



(12) 



(Table continued on next page) 



39 



*33- 



Table 18 
(Continued) 

SOTPORT FOR El^miTARY-SECONDMY EDUCATION 
STATE lOTENDlTURlS 



(4) 

State S Local 
Per Capita 
Es^enditurma far 



(5) 

Capital Outlay 
as a Percent 
of Total Expenditures 





Other Than 
Capital Outlay 
1969-70 




1969«*70 




yi?U • i / 




f t fi 


Washington 


186*67 






Kansas 


164,78 




12.5 


Minna sot a 


201*06 




16,9 


Colo rado 


162 5Q 




10.4 


Wisconsin 


162.51 




13.6 


Iowa 


193.40 




10.0 


Oregon 


184.56 (5) 




9.2 (13) 


Nebraska 


155.38 




13.3 


MiBBQuti 


150.82 




9.9 


Virginia 


144.20 




13.7 


Arizona 


173.15 




11.6 


Georgia 


133.91 




15,7 


Okl^oma 


130.96 




7,8 


Utah 


173.86 




10.5 


AVI RAGE 


167.20 




11.8 


NATIONAL AVERAGE 


163.60 




12.4 




Source : GoveniDental 


Ftnanees In 1969-70, 



U,S« Bureau of the Census 
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Table 19 



SUFFORT FOR El^^T^Y-iECCNfi^Y EDUCATION 
mCMRS AND STUDEHTS 



(1) (2) 
Amual Currant Average 
Esqiradltyre fmw Salaries for 

Pupil in Average Total Profeaslraal 

MLlf Atteadraee bacruecloaal Staff 
1970^71 1970*71 



California 


$ 879 


$10,850 


WashingCon 


873 


10,000 


Kansas 


771 


8,248 


Hlnnesoca 


1,021 


10,740 


Colorado 


780 


§,605 


Wis cons in 


977 


9,890' 


Iowa 


944 


8,779 


Oref^on 


935 (4) 


9,539 (6) 


Nebraska 


683 


8,400 


Missouri 


747 


8,608 


Virginia 


800 


9,000 


Arizona 


808 


9,550 


teorgia 


634 


7,940 


Oklahoma 


676 


7,650 


Utah 


643 


8,500 


A^^HAGE 


811 


9,086 


NATiraiM, AVERAGE 


8S8 


9,570 



(Table acmtlnued on next page) 



Tablt 19 

(Gonclnued) 

SUFFOOT FOR EUMmfTARY-SEQONDARY EDUCATiaf 
TEAQIIRS AHD StUDmiTS 



(3) 

FercenC of 
Elmwmntmty and 
BrnQondrnTf Tmadisrs 
Raeslvlng Over $8500 
1170-71 



(4) 

Fupil/Teaaher 
RaClo 
llsasntary 
1970-71 



(5) 

Pupil/Taader 
1970-71 



Callfomla 


88.2% 


24.71 


23.0% 


Washlngfcon 


62.3 


25.3 


23.6 


Kansas 


26.4 


27.3 


12.1 


Hlniiesoca 


65.0 


23.6 


19,0 


Colorado 


35.9 


25.7 


20.9 


Wisconsin 


65.8 


18.0 


23.0 


Iowa 


60.6 


22.6 


17.8 


Oregon 


65^8 (2) 


23.8 (7) 


20.3 


Nebraska 


39.8 


20.9 


17.1 


Missouri 


36.3 


27.3 


15,3 


Virginia 


44.8 


26.4 


18.0 


Arizona 


60.5 


23.5 


23.3 


Georgia 


19.7 


26.3 


22.9 


Oklahoma 


20.2 


23.6 


20.7 


Utah 


46.1 


28.2 


25.3 


AVERASE 


49.1 


22.8 


18.6 


NATIONiO, AVERAGE 


57.4 


24.3 


19.8 



Sourcsi StatlBtlcal ^stgart mt thm U.St t 1971 

and "Scatlsclas of Fublla Spools p" 1970, 
HOIS 




Table 20 

SUPPORT FOR EUtmifiAY-SECONDARY EDUCATIOH 
FACILITIES 















Hmnber of 


Average Hu^er 


Niniber of 


HiniieT of : : 




Instru^eioii Ioobs 


of blCcuetlm Rooiiis 


ClMsrooM 


Clssa7aoM!| 




Pap ^fitirftfft ^ 










1970 


1970 


1969 


1969 > 


Callfomla 


26. S 


25.3 


4,000 


800 ^ 


Washington 


23.4 


20.7 


1,327 


NA 


Kansas 


20.0 


12.6 


843 


371 


Ittnnasaca 


23.2 


18.4 


1,950 


688 


Caiorado 


24.5 


18.9 


595 


148 . 


Wisconsin 


23.9 


17.4 


3,503 


535 


leva 


22.6 


14.7 


1,684 


511 




21.9 


17.0 


645 


150 


Nsbraska 


19.6 


8.4 


100 


35 .J 




25.9 


17.2 


HA 


292 


Virginia 


22.0 


27.3 


1,600 


1,500 


Arizona 


24.6 


24.4 


856 


111 


Georgia 


24.3 


24.0 


2,336 


1,068 


Oklahoma 


21.6 


14.4 


954 


287 


Utah 


26.5 


20.7 


373 


222 




* 


18.7 


* 


* 


NATIOHAL AVERAGE 


* 


20.5 


63,800 


19,196 



■ ■% 

Soureai "Statistics of Public SohoolSp'* 1970» NCTS 
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Tftble 21 

Ei£»ra<Ti^*-sic^Eyaiy bubdens 

(i) (2) (3) 

Tetal Eles^Sas Total Elss-Se^ Famnt of Total 

Earollneiit in brollMnt In forollmamt 

Fubllo Sdiools Prlvata SchoAls Idueatad Is 

1970 1970 Fublie Sdiools 

(thowanda} (thousanda) 1970 



CallfOKila 


4,633 


409 


91.9% 


Washington 


818 


53 


93.9 


Kanaas 


512 


43 


92.3 


Minnesota 


921 


130 


87,6 


Colorado 


550 


38 


93.5 


Wisconsin 


994 


225 


81.5 


Iowa 


660 


84 


88.7 


Orei^on 


480 


34 


93.4 (8) 


Nebraska 


329 


45 


88.0 


Missouri 


1,039 


163 


86.4 


Virginia 


1,079 


58 


94.9 


iUflsona 


440 


25 


94.6 


Georgia 


1,099 


29 


97.4 


Oklahona 


627 


12 


9S.1 


Utah 


304 


4 


98.7 


AVERAGE 


* 

1 


* 


92.1 


NATIWM. AVERAGE 


* 


* 


* 



(Table eontlntied on next page) 
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T«bl« 21 

(Cantlnuad) 

lUQCQITAIB-SECONSASY BUBSBiS 

(4) (5) 
Total Elem-See Fercent Change In 

Encollnene @ a Elem-See Birollaent 





Fercent of 


1960-70 




Reaidenc Population 






1970 




CalifoETtla 


25.6% 


57.7% 


Washlngcon 


26.1 


37.4 


Kansajs 


24.8 


17.8 


Hlnnssoca 


28.0 


38.6 


Colorado 


27.1 


43.5 


Wiscmisin 


27.8 


47.3 


Iowa 


26.5 


15.2 


Ocegon 


24^9 (12) 


27.8 


Nebraska 


25.4 


20.3 


Hlflaouri 


25.9 


30.1 


Virginia 


24.6 


30.9 


Arizona 


26.8 


52,4 


Georgia 


24.8 


21.9 


^lahoaa 


25.2 


15.1 


Vtah 


29.4 


39.1 




26.2 


33.0 


HiaiWAL AVEBAGE 


* 


* 



Soureei "Statlaclea of Fublle Sdioola," 1970, 
MOi, and Statiaeleal Aatraet of the 
Palted StateaV 1971. 



ERIC 



45 



39- 



Table 22 





HIGH SGH^L 


COI^UTIONS 








(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 




High Sahopl 


Persons Grutsd 


Qraduatss From 


Total 




Graduates 


a High Sohopl 


Othar Progress 


High Schai 




1969^70 


Equivalency 


1969-70 


CQispletios 






1969-70 




1969-70 


California 


260,908 




20,162 


281,070 


Washing Con 


50,423 


3,861 


* 


54t286 


Kansas 


33,394 


4,028 


* 


37,422 


Hlnntsota 


60,480 


3,131 


* 


63,611 


Colorado 


30,312 


3,422 


* 


33,734 




00 , J 


1 /An 






Iowa 


44,063 


2,927 


* 


46,990 


OreRon 


32,236 


2.564 


* 


34.800 


Nebraska 


21,280 


449 


* 


21,729 


Missouri 


55,315 


5,324 


* 


60,639 


Virginia 


58,562 


* 


* 


58,562 


Arizona 


22,040 


4,137 


* 


26,177 


Georgia 


56,859 


4,713 


* 


61,572 


Oklahoma 


36,293 


* 


* 


36,293 


Utah 


18,395 


51 


1,083 


19,529 


AVERSE 




* 


* 


* 


NATIONAL A^mRAGE 


* 


* 


* 


* 




Sourcsi "Statiatlos of Public Sohools," 1970, 


N^S 
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Table 23 
EDUCATimi^ ACCOHPLISm^TS 

(1) (2) 

Perceac of Populacloa Percent of Population 

25 Old & Over 25 Yrs Old md 

With at teut 4 Teara Over With Leas 

of High School Tha^ 5 Years of 

i960 School Conplete d 

— = ~ — — 1960 



California 


51.5% 


5.7% 


Washlngeon 


51.5 


3.4 


Kansas 


48.2 


3,7 


Minnesota 


43.9 


4.0 


Colorado 


52.0 


4.7 


Wisconsin 


41.6 


5.3 


Iowa 


46.3 


3.0 


Oregon 


48.4 (5) 


3.3 (3) 


Nebraska 


47.7 


3.6 


Missouri 


36.6 


7.1 


Virginia 


37.9 


13.1 


Arizona 


45.7 


10.0 


Georgia 


31.9 


17.6 


Oklahoma 


40.5 


8.6 


Utah 


55.8 


2.8 


AVERAGE 


45.3 


6.3 


NATIONAL AVIRACE 


41.1 


8.3 



(Table cmClQwd m nm%t pa^) 
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Table 23 
(Coatlnyad) 



(3) (4) 

6f Papulatlra tmo Fmlied to Vmmt thm Mental 

Im frnvmrnnt Sequlrmeata far Imdyetlm 

1960 likto AnmA Serviees 

1967 



California 


1.8% 


7.0% 


Washington 


0.9 


2.5 


Kanaas 


0.9 


4.0 


Mtenesofca 


1.0 


2.6 


Colofado 


1.3 


6.4 


Wiseonain 


1.2 


4.6 


Iowa 


0.7 


3.4 


Oregon 


0.8 (2) 


3.4 (4) 


Hebraska 


0.9 


3.7 


Hisaourl 


1.7 


8.1 


Vlrglala 


3.4 


15.8 


^Izona 


3.8 


10.0 


Gaergla 


4.5 


14.5 


OklahoBa 


1.9 


6.4 


Ut^ 


0.9 


2.4 




1.7 


6.1 


NATIfflf^ AVE^E 


2.4 


10.7 



Source I " M.eMt of Idueatigaal Statlitlea ," HgS, 
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CAREER EDUCATIOH 

Coi^lete laforajitlon on ^c«tlott«l-uctote«l Inaeruetloa la itlll mot 
avallAle. Stoee 1966, Omgm hM •s^avlueed la ueaaa of 100 par- 
cent growth in anmllMnta ia. earear orlMtad pregraMt a ftgun that 
im far above-averaga. to aplta of thia gywth, aasoltemt la atill 
slightly beleyT-awraga, alehough tha atata rnlu iPill on tha parewit 
of minority grot^ atydants anrolled. Fedaral ea^ndltttraa haw lUca- 
vlse toereaaed draaatlcally In wmt yaara although net as rapidly aa 
the growth to enrolliiint. to 1970, $4,2 allUra to Inderal fynda wera 
made available for cMeer adueatlon progrna at the hl^ aehool nd 
eommunlty college levels. 



ERIC 
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Table 24 

CAKEER EDUCMION 
EHROLI^HXS 





(1) 


(2) 


(3) 




Total Qirollmsnc 


Fflceent Jaeveaae 


Tocal forolliiK 




In Vocaclonal 


la VocmClenal Educaclon 


@ a FerceaC 




Edueatioa 


bivollnent 


of Che Total 




FrograBS 


1966-71 


Fopulatlon 




1970-71 




1970-71 


California 


1,204,611 


61. 4Z 


6.0 


Washington 


226,118 


38.1 


6.6 


Kansai 


93,181 


75.9 


4.1 


Mlnnaaota 


2 19 t 085 


70. 7 


5,8 






30.3 


4.3 


WlsQonsln 


187,637 


5.6 


4,2 


lewa 


127,911 


64.5 


4.5 


Oregon 


101,090 


101.8 (1) 


4.8 (8) 


Hebraaka 


59,550 


18.3 


4.0 


masDurl 


143,632 


52.4 


3.1 


Virginia 


243,000 


54.5 


5.2 


Arizona 


88,471 


96.1 


5.0 


Gaargia 


255,887 


32.8 


5.6 




104,223 


32.6 


4.1 


Utah 


94,983 


88.9 


9.0 


AVEHAGl 


* 


54.9 


5.0 


HATIONAL A^RAGl 


* 


52.3 


* 



Source I Advmce Seppvta of "Frojeet Baseline", 
Northeni Arizona nalverslty, nd 
StatlBtleal astrttct of U.S. 1971. 
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XablA 25 



(1) 

Percent of 
Blaek Population 
bBolled In Voe 
Edueatlon 
1970-71 



(2) 

Pereent of 
&dlu Populatlm 
£nr0lled In 
7oe Edueacl^ 

1970-71 



(3) 

Pereent of Oriencal 
Population Barolled 
In Voe Edueatlon 
1970-71 



California 

Washington 

Kansae 

Mlnnssota 

Colorado 

Wisconsin 

Iowa 

Oregon 

Hebraaka 

Missouri 

Virginia 

Arizona 

Georgia 

Oklahona 

Utah 

AVEKAGE 

NATI^AL AVEBAGB 



6.6Z 

8.0 

6.6 

NA 

2.0 

0.4 

11.0 
7.1 

14.8 
5.2 
7.2 
3.3 
5.1 
3.8 

37.4 

* 
* 



(6) 



4.4Z 
9.5 
3.6 
MA 
3.1 
0.5 
5.1 
8.4 
1.5 
0.3 
1.6 
1.9 
0.0 
5.4 
23.1 

* 



(3) 



5.7% 
12.2 
5.1 
NA 
5.8 
0.3 
3.2 
6.3 
1.1 
7.6 
1.5 
2.6 
0.0 
4.1 
15.9 

* 



(4) 



— ^Data on Mexlean-Awrlevis not available. 

Source: Advance BsportB of "Frojaet Baseline", 
Northem ^iama Itotversity. 
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Table 26 

FEDERAL SUPPORT FOR CAHIER EDUCATION 



(1) 

Faderftl E^enditures 
tot Vecaelonal 
Educaclon 
1970-71 
(In thdusmda) 



(2) 

PerasQt boraue In 
Federal ^qiendltuKa 
1966-71 



waXirortiia 


Ail / 


86.3 


Washington 


7,222 


100.9 




4,609 


60.8 


Hinsesota 


7,901 


67.8 


Colorado 


4,466 


95.5 


Wlsoonsln 


8,341 


62.9 


Iowa 


5,074 


49.1 


Dragon 


4.230 


84.1 


Nebr.iflfca 


3,026 


94.6 


Ittssourl 


9,290 


70.0 


Virginia 


9,842 


74.0 


Arisona 


3,961 


100.6 


Georgia 


11,145 


65.5 


Okl^oma 


5,788 


55.9 


Utah 


2,601 


82.5 


A^^RAGE 


* 


* 


HATIWAL AVER/yQE 


* 


* 



Soureei Advaace laports of "Fro|eet Baseline 
Horthem Ariaona University. 
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